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SUPREME COURT DECISION
Ne. 1686

—

19 the Supreme Court of the State of

Nevada.

Appealed from 1st. Judicial District

Court, Lyon County,

C. F. Fox, Plaintiff & Respondent.

VS,

Mrs. Harriet Benard as executrix of
the last will and testament of William
M. Bernard, deceased, Mrs. Harriet |
@rth and J. C. Orth, Defendants and
Appellants, ‘
C. E. Mack and Geo. D. Pyne, Attys.

for Respondent. ... ...
Jesn Lothrops and A.

Appellants.

Chartz, for

Decisicn

On February 18, 1843, the plaintff

loaned $§400 to Willlam Bornard, now

deceased, and o secure
whcereof he deeded {

the puyment

o plaintiff on that

day the lands described in the com-

plain:, and at the same time plaintf

oxi culed to him a bond for a deod
whoreby he azried to reconvey the
property on or belore February 1s,
1305, provided that he was paid on or
®-fore that date $400, and also §35
saunualiy. On February &, 1540 plaint-
of loaned Bernard the addiional sum
of $4iM) and necepied s securs for
£ LY inlerest a deed madie

the timu S 1) 13

by rel made in
! recorded,
I : T all
Dot ke Lond
e Gl Febry 15 an ere-
” v plair t i o Bt
noew bond, d A uary 8, 1846,
eonditinn nat pla would make
Ayl v er 4 good and suificient eon
veyvauce of the property ta Bernard.
provided Plaint=f was paid 31000 on
or before Januai 1, 1w aud also
259 annually, a: | + provisionegd
tha: if Bernard paid these amounts
and the axes hie w b entiiial 1

n of the premises
A receipt anad statement or at-
msssion of Ber a =short time I
fore his death indicate that the A
pavments w interest to the-
sth, dav of uwary 1897, He diad
the folll wing year and letiers test-
aneniary were issued o hiz widow

M res. Harrletr Bernard wio has suce
C. J. Orth. Piainufl's
arising out of the above tran-
presented the
oxeentrix was
There
hail

Tearried Ui
mand
Wi azainst

3

=gctions
and

estate Ly her as

24, 15498,

rejected on Aunoust
i= restsmony indicating that she
previously recognized the demand by
endeavoring to borrow money for its
pavment. On July 24, 1901 the prop-
erty was set over to her by decree
of distribution. From a judzment de-
creeing the deed to plaintff to be
a mortgage and ordering a !ore-:
closenre and sale of the premises to
satisfy the amount, $172125 and
$76.40 costs, found due to plaintiff,
she appeals.

The well settled that a
deed exccuted merely for the purpose
of securing a debr will be construed

doctrine

as 2 morigage ¥ not assailed, but for
appellant it is coniend
brought until
after

el that as suit
April, 1904,
the last

not
than

Wwas

more six Iears

loan anid the ziving of the last bond

1845, and more than

on February 5,

fanr vears after the time, January 1,
oo fixed tor @ o averals LreT

under conditdoned  on pay he
action is barred by thi e ot
lmitations, 1! is said PR
by exccutmg 4 written rolease of the
ii;.-l Boaud il actopting a new one
instead, at the ne he horrowad
ithe last amoun Ber: d Gid
pot jsign any writ

pay or acknowledgzing

that therclore the oblizat

on his part was mer verbal and
woulid be barred in four years. Weo.
do not so'view that transaction. Most

instrument In daily use, such as deeds

morizages, drafts an1

of the

notes, orders,

cliecks are signed by only one

-

parties, bt are not for that reason
verbal nor half vertial, Although Ber-
narnl executed no note or writing
agrecing to pay any money, he signed !

a deed absolute in terms conveying

the prnpr'rt;.- to plaintiff, and by this |
enlt and the decree no more 8 sought !
than he under his signature oblizated
nimself to yield. In equity the ex-
tension of the time for a reconvey-
ance by plaint™f, given by the sur
render of the first bond and the ex-
ecution of a new one puzht to be
considered as effective as if plaint-
iff had conveyed the properiy to Ber-
nard and taken new deed from him,

| plaintif as it maw standa.

| Apri] 24, 18406

which would have left the title !m
It was
not necessary to have these extra
deeds and if they had beem executed
they would not bave varied the time
for bringing sut and the initiation of

{ the running of the statute which was

controlled by the last bond and the
date therein fixed and extended for
paymeni and reconveyance.

Plaintiff is fortsfied with a writing
for all that is awarded him by the
jndgment and for more if the property

| is worth more,
The loan and giving of the gecurity |

which vary the unconditional terms
of the deed, and which are shown
verbaliy, are facts favorable to ap-
pellant which it would have been in-

. cumbent upon her to prove if plantiff

Yhe Continental Will Pay Bill

New zxork, April £/, 1906.
Hon Samuel ¢. Davis,
Dear Sir:—
Our Vice-President, Mr. George
E. Kl'ue, is in San Francisco, where
he is looking after our interests and
organizing an adjusting bureau.
Based on information received, we
have to advise you as follows:
T:e gross amount we have at r'sk
in the destroyed (earthquke and fire)

district 18 .. cssvancs .o .. 92,669,000

From which deuct for liability
reinsured .....covi0inaen vee T43.,000

Leaving net lsability ...... $1.926,000

While this is a large sum, you will
from popers enclosed that it

Sop

' eould be paid by the Continental with-

had sued in ejectment for the prop-

erty and introduced the deed.
bringinz of the action four years
and four months aiter January 1, 1500,
the time fixed bond for

4 Teconveyanee conditioned gn pay-

in the jast

ment, was »ot teo late.

1t 85 also urged that suit was not
bezun witlin the time required by
the provisions of the Probate Act

afler the rejection of the claim by
the execeutrix. Whether th's is so is
muruarierial for although she as exe-
curirix Is named as a party
the allemutions of the

the

defendant,
complaint and
decree

may be considered o
runn'ng agaiust the preperty  only,
No judgment tor any deficiency after
siale or otherwize ggainst the estate
iz demanded or given by the decree,
which i3 directed only against the
premises and plaintifi’s rights to this
extent would not be cartailed ner

affected by failure o present a claim
. t!."
the claim

exceulr=, nor by her rejection
filed,
12 within

nor by his ow-

o

the time pre-
on

mission
for
rejected olaim
psons, as is necessary when
the assets of

seribed commencmg  actions

= azainst estates of de-

Cceascdd I

it is Jesired to reach

the estale,
in Coukes V. Culberston, 9 Nev. 207,
as here, a deed was given as securty
tor a loan whick was not evidenced
in writing. It was =aid in the opinion

“The remedy upen the debt s barred

by the statute, bui the debt was not
therely extinguished; and as the
statute of limitations of this State
applies to suits in equity as well as

acrwons the creditors couid
have enforced payment by foreclosure
of the mortgage within four years
the
He had two remedies, one upon the
debt. the MOrtgage;
Ly losing one he does not necessarily
lose the other.” Since the rendition
of the decis'on the time for commenc-
ing actions on written instruments
has been extended from four to six
yvears and under well
principiez plaintff was allowed that
length of time after the date fixed
for payvment of the $1000 and for the
termination of the bond or a re-com-
veéyvance, which was January 1, 1904,
As said in Borden V. Clow, 21 Nev.
278, *“It iz a rule *n regard to the
statute of limitations that the stature

a: law,

after canse ot aection acerued

other upon the

The |
| January, 1908

recognized

begins to run when the debt is due

and an action can Ye instituted upon
it.” Under 1or appeli-
ant the four years from the final loan
February S, the t'me tor
the $iouo under the bond

the arzument

on 1866 to

payumient ol

o Janwawry 1, 1900, would be de-
ducted from the six vears allowed
for Lringing suit, and on that theory
if the mtaurity of the lean hail been
more than six years, instead of four

plaintiif's cause of actson would have

been barrcd belore 11 accrued..

The judgment of tae Disirict Court
iz affirped.

TALBOT, J.

We econeur,

Fitzzeralg, C. J.

Noreross, J.o

-0

Carson Cemetary Water Wards

Notice is hereby given thal water

- €

has been turned on at the Cemetary |

and that no person in arrears will be

allowed the use of water until the'

amounts now due are paid.
Patronz are further notified that it
the interton of the Trustees to

is

give n six months service this season,!
instead of five months as heretofore, |

to do this prompt payment by water
users will he neccessary.
GEO. W, KEITH
Seeretary and Collector.
. a2

Lost

A
chain attached, in case.

pa'sr of eyve glasses with gold
The finder
will be rewarded by leaving the same
at this office. tf

——

oul regarding
eght wmillion

the Net Surplus of over
dollars shievn o our
Statement,
information

If further is
pleasg advise, and oblige,
Yours very truly,

3

Henry B

desired,

vans, President.
——
Dissolution of Partnership

The copartnerzhin herotofore ex: 1-
ing vnder the styla and name of P> -

erzen and Springmeyer, in the City
of Carzon, County of Ormshy, has
Liren dissole dby muilnal conse=t, Rz
P’aterzen hdineg purchasad
interest of C. H. Springmerer. 5=
Potersen will pav all  outstandirz
claims azainst said firm and will ea.
lret all elaims due the firm.
—_—t e — -
Notice
A rumor having sone abont that |
Fad advanecsd the price of drnes since
the recont earihquake and fire in San
Franciscn, T wish to state here that

the peport is without foundation and

abzolutely false in every
F. J. Ste'nmetz,
—_—— e —
Pecple You Like to Mest.

Are found on the tl
the Sanie Fe Route. Fi

particular,

uen tra

stelass travel

iz atiracted to first ol roads. The
Sante Fe Routo iz a first-class road
It is one of the three largest rail-

way sv=tems in the world. Present
mileage, T.724 mils

It exteads from Lake Michigan to
the TFarcific Ocean and Gulf of Mexico,
reaching with nwn rails Chieazo,
Kansas City, Denver, Fort Worth
Galveston, El Paso, Loa Angeles and
San Francizeo.

It runs the finest and fastest trans-
continental train, the California Limit
ed.

Its meal service, managed by Mr.
Fred Harvey, is the best 1n the world

I‘::

its

' soundness

“%

tne laws enacted for the vindication
of public and private rights, nor the
officers c...ged w. the duty of ad-|
ministerning toem.” 128 U, S. 313.

In re Wooley 11 ny. 93, it was held |
t.at to incorporate into a pe..tion for '
rehearing the statement that “Your !
.0nors have rendered an unjust de-
cree,” and othe insulting matter, is |

to commit in open court an act con-|Soir, Y88; opinion 0. Kent. C

stifutiLg a contempt on the part of the
attorney; and har where the lan-
guage snoken or writien is of itselt
necessarily offensive, the disavowal ot
an intention to commit a contempt
may tend to excuse but cannot justify

the aet. From a paragraph in that
opinion we quote:
“An atioruey may uniit himself for|

the practice of his profession by the
manner in which he conducts himseif |
in his intersourse with the courts. He '
may be honest and capable, and yet
he may co ¢ nauct vimself as to contine-
ually interrupt the business of the
courts in which he practices; or he
may by a sysiematic and continuous
course of econdnet, render it impossl-
ble for the coyyts to preserve their
selfaespect and the 1espect of the
public and at o =ame time permit
him to act as an officer and attorney.

An attormey whp thns studionsly and
syvatematicaliv altempts to lLiring the
tribunals of josiice into pallie enn-
tempt is an nnfit peraon to hold the
position and excreise the privilezes of
ror of those tribunals. An open

and  palaie insnuit 1w the

lirial tribunal of tha State

y atlorney confnmacionsly
any

refuses in wav to atone, may jus-
1if ] rafitsal of that fribunal to
T m in the future as one of

ner, 32 Vi, 262 the re-
W ; 1= fined for ironicaliy stat-
Ine to a junstice of the peace, “1 think

thiz mari-trate wiser than the Su-

preme conrt”  Redtie J.,. gala:
“Thu mEel must it in a jus-
ti ceotirt pe well as in thiz conurt
and with th same formal resg
howeser @diffienit, it mav ta
hore or there.”
*We da not =04 that the relator has
anv aiternative geft him but the sub-
miz=sion to what ae no doubt recards

as a mizappreiiension of the law. hath
on the part of the

And in that
wmdition simi

failed

r

¢ aml of this
spect he is in a
iv whno
of the
or 1o

conrt

oy

to canvince othor
of thaeir own views,

| became convineed themselves ¢ fthe:r

1

Itz track is roeck ballasted and laid |

throughout with heavy steel rails,

latest being that of the “Secotty Speec-
ial” Los Angeles to Chicago,
miles in less than 45 hours.
Every comfort and Iluxury desired
by modern travelers.
May we sell you a ticket over the
Santa Fe:
G. F. WARREN, A. T. & S. F. RY.
Salt Lake City, Utah.
Or—F. W. PRINCE, San Francisco.
-_—u-o—_.

been  bribhed. resistine removal
from the court room by the marshai
acting unider an order from the bench

2,265

ing

and using aopusive lanznage. one of
the defendants was sent to jail for
thirty days and the other for six
months, Judse _erry., who had not
made any accusation against the

court somzht release and to be pure-
ed of ke contempt by a swarn perit-
ivn in whiech he allezed that in the
transaction he digd not have the slight

est iden of showIng any disrezpeet to |

1t

the ecourt.
not avail
sail:
“The law imputes gn intent t
somplish the naiural esnly of
when those acg
eriminal natare, it 1 not
azainst sueh implication the denial ot

was held that this conld
relieve lhim and it was

N ar-

on

s, and. =

are

aceent

5 Lranseress0r. No one wondld he
snfe if a denial or a wronzsivl or erimi
nal Inreny wonklil suffice to realese ihe

viclator from the punishment due in
his oifenses”

In an am
beas COrnn

ication for a writ of ha
2 owing out of that case.
Harian. speaking for the Su-
preme conrt of the Unired States said:

“We have seen that it is a settled
loetrine in the jurisprudence haoth of
England and of this country, never
supnsed to he in confliet with the lib-
erty of the citizens, that for direet
confempt committed in the face of
the conrt. at leasf one of superior
jnrisdiction, the offender may inits
iliseretion. he instantly apprehended
and immediately imprisoned. without
trial or issne. and withont other proof
than its actual knowledze of what ne-
curred: and that aceordinz to an un-
hroken chain of anthorives reaching
uack to the earliest times. such pow-
sr, allncugh arbitrary 1a its natare
and liable to ahuse. is absolutely es-
sential to the »rot2ciion of the
¢onrts in the discharge of their fune-
tions. Withont it ,udeiial tribunals
wonld he at the merzy of the disor-
derly and violent, who respect neither
filed in effect accusing the court of

Justice

[ he

faluey"

In Mahoney v, State, 72 X, B 151,
an attorney was fined $50 for saving
“T want to sce whether the ecourt is
rizght or ot i wani ty» kuyw whether
T am coing to be heard in tais case in
the interests of my chient nr na.”

and making ather insolent statements,
In Redman v. State 28 Ind.. the jnidze
informed ecounsel thart a guestion wasz
improper and the attompney replied:
“If we ecannot examine our wirnesses
can stand aside”™ This language
was deemed offensive and the court
prohibited that particular attorney
from examininz the nexr witness.

In Brown v. Brown IV Ind. 727, the|
lawyer was taxed with rhe cost of the
action for filinz and reading a petition |
for divorce which was unnecessarily |
gross and indelicate.

In McCormick v. Sheridan, 20 P 24,
78 Cal.. “A petition for rehearing
stated that ‘how or why the hanorable
commission should have so eftectually |

i and substantially ignored and disre- | Court deemed the | t g
On such a road as this lang distance | ‘ st .. "WIAERGE contomps

records are frequently shattered, the| we do not know.

zarded the uncontradicted testimony, |
It seems taat nei- |

ther the transeript nor our briefs |

| could have fallen under the commis- |

sioners ohservation., A more disin-l
genions and misleading statement nt|
the evidence could not well be made.|
It is substantialy untrue and unwar- |
ranted. The decision seems to us to
be a traversity of the evidence ™ Held |
that counsel drafting the petition was
euilty of contempt committea in the
face of the court, notwithstanding a|
dizavowal of disrespectful intention.
A fine of $200 was impo=ed witn an al-|
ternative of serving in jail.

The Chief Justice speakingz for the
conrt in State v. Morrill. 16 Ark. 210
said:

“If it was the general habit 6f the |

commuity to donounes, degrade. and
disrezard the decisions and judzments
of the couris. no man of sealf-respeet
and just pride of reputa o Woud re-
main upon the tench. and such only
wonld hecome toe ministers of [
law as were insepsihle to defamation |
and contempt. Put hapnily for the
zond order of society, men, an espec-

o

tha

inlly the peop of this couniry, are
senerally dlznosed  to resneet  and
abide the deecisions of the trihnnnhl
ordained by zovernment as the eon-
mon arbifers  of their rights. Bat,
| where izolated individuals, In viola- |

of the hetter instinets of human

n, and aisrecardful of law and
order, wontanly attempt fo obstraet

o eonr=s of publie justice by disre-

garding and execiting szpeet for
the decisiens of itz trinw T, ONOTY
good eitizen will point them ont as;|
nroner subjects for legal ﬂ:'..tliri']‘-'l"!‘-ll

sion.,
A eourt must naturally look first to

an enlighiencd and eonservative har, |
zoverne] by a high sense ol profes- |
.-';"nal ethiice and ded ‘.. -"f'.“.‘.'.:‘-'_ as
thev alwayvs are, of its nmecossity to

aid in the maintenanee of nublic res-|
pect for its npinions.” [
In Somers v. Torrey, 5 Paiae Ch. 61
28 Am. D. 411, it was held that the at-
tornevw ho put his hand to =candalous
and impertinent matter stood against
the comnlainant and one not a party
to the suit is llanle to the censure of
the ecomrt and chargeable with the
eost of the nroceedings to have it ex-
punged from the reeord.

In State v. Grailhe, 1 La. Am. 183,
the ecourt held that it could” not con-
sistently with its duty receive a hrief
expressed in disrespectful language

,not essential before punishment. and

ini.‘%!\'ﬁ written

and ordered the clerk to take it from
the files.

Referring to the rights of courts to
punish for contempt, Hlackford, J.. in
Stae v. Tir*~n, 1 Blackf. 146, said:

“This great power is entrusted »

of February.

-8
these tribumals of #us'.s: or the sup-
port and prese:vatiox of their respcz-
tavility and independence; it hasg ex-
isted from the eac... ™t v:-ini t= whith
the annuls of jucisprud2a7e entend;
and, except in a tew cases of party vio-
#age, it has been sanctioned and es-
ed by the expirienve of zges.”
Lord Mayor of London's case, 3 Wil-
J., in
the case of Yates, 4 Johns, 317: John-
son v. The Commonwealth 1 Bihb 598,
At page 206 of Weeks on Attorneys,
2d edition it .s =aid:
“Language may be conlemptuous,
w..cther written or spoken; and if in
the presence of the court, notice is

scandalous and insulting mattier in a
petition for rehearing is equivalent
to the commission in open court of an
act eonstituting a contempt. When
the language is capable of explana-
tion, and is explained, the proceedings
must be discontinued; but where it

is offensive and insulting per se, the
disavowal of an intention to commit
a contempt may tend to exense, bat
cannot justify the aet. Firom an open,
notorious and publie insnlt to a conrt
for which an attorney coutumarionsly |
refused in any way to atone, he was
fined for contempt, and his authority
to nractice revoked.” |

Other authorities in line with thesa

we have mentioned are clted in the
note to re Cary, 10 Fad, 882, and in
O Cve, F. 20, where it is said that
contcmpt may he coimmitied by in-

erling

in

pleadinegs,

ng briefs, muatione
argwnents, petitions for rehearine or
olher papers filed in eour: insaliing
or contemptuons langnage locting
he j grity of the conrt
he objectionabls langnaee
mionidlent hecame giilty of a
o0 upr which no consrt n ot
1 words can excnse oy nigres Iiti=
liselaimor of an i disres-
pacr to the court 1 to it
innot :"-I\ i ! wa 41 Likals
any explanation ha con=truea
otherwise than m the in-
telicence and conrt,
and which econld kave hpeen
made for any other purpose unlnss to
intimidate or improperly intivencs our
decision
.n\‘; we e 0!_| e
hison sev f fur n=ine 1an
Zuage in many instaneess not so rop-
rehiensible, but m view of th=a disa- |
vowal in open court we have eoneiud
el not to impoze a penal'v sn harsh
a= disbarment eor svspension  from
pr ice, or fine or imprisonment
Nor do we forze: that on proserini, o
agast the misoonles of af! srnevs

litirants ought poat to he punizhca or
prevented from maintamninz in the
case all petitions. pleadinzs, and pa-
Ters ezsantial to the nresarcvation and
erforcement of (ha:r rizhts.

Tt iz ordered thar the affensive pet.
iilen be stricken from tha files, {liat
responden: stand  reorlmanded  and
warned. and taat he pay the ensts ofi
this proeeeding.

| an attempt to shield its reeoiver and

hiz artorneys from an in\‘n,-:Ti_zaHnn|
of charges of gross misconduet in of- |
fice and containing the statement that
“Wea must decline to assume the .
functions of a grand jury. or artempt |
to perform the duty of the court in|
investigating the conduct of irs offi-
cers, “was held to be contemptuous.
211 P. 5u9.

In re Terry, 36 Fed. 419 an extreme
case, for charging the court with hav-

uous. the said language bhe stricken
out of his petition.

Respondent not only eoatended and
said that he had no intention ta he|

disrespectful or contemptuous. hut he|
also earnestly contended that the lan-|
guage charged against him and which|
ing was based, was. in my opinion,
contemptuous: and moved that if the|
he admitted naving used was not dis-|
oath to ‘faithiully discharge the du-|

|ties of am attorney and counceler™

Surely sucn a course as was taken in
this casa is nof in compliance w. .|
that duty. In Friedlander v. sumner

(5. & S. M. Co., 61 val 117. The court
said’ |
“If unfortunately ecounsel in anv

, case thall ever =z¢ far foreot Limseit

as willfully to employ lanzanse mani-

festly disrespectful to the judge of the -

superior court—a thingz not to he
ticipated—we =hall deem it our
to treat sneh eonduct as a contemnt nf

an-

ey

this court., and to proceed according
Iv: and the hriefs of the ca=¢ wor
ordeted to be strizien from the fies

In ", 5 v. Late Corporation ot

Churcl of Jesus Theist of

Later Ia

Salrts, lanzuacse used in !
warned, amnd hat he pay

R L R e————

ANNUAL STATEMENT

Of Thie Continental Casualty Company

Of Hammond Indiana.

General office, Chicazo, Tills
Capital (paid ap) ...... 3 UL L
-’.\:. te I| This ]‘[ P
| Lialilities, e =1 of canp

tal and pet =urplns 1157641 50

Income
PESTRINIME s vensevessose 2,128,540
Other SOUTCHS . cisvean . SATG
Total income, 1905 ..... 2.160.2248
Expenditures
JLOSSOS o eeenennns areiera 993504 %2
Bividends . . ucicaenaans 16.500 0
Other expenditures ... 1.312.151 6
Total expenditures, 1905 £.1 4:
Business 1905
Risks written ..... S SR none
Premiims: . crasesicesaas 2622875 o2 |

Losses ineurred ........ 1,000,644 S1 /|
Nevada Business

..... . i none
Preminmes received e 20,025 HhH
Losses paid . .c.occiavnnen 544 ol
Losses incurred ........ 8634 5%
A. A, SMITH, Secretary.
e

The Sierra Nevada mining enmpany |

ating on Cedar Hill during the mon‘h

l

““. f rE S
SPECIAL EXCURSION FROM 8SAN

FRANCISCO TO CITY OF MEXICqQ

AND RETURN. DECEMBER 16th,

1905.

A select party is being organized Ly
the Southern Pacific to leave San
Francisco for Mexico City, Decembar
16th, 1905. Train will contain fine
vestibule sleepers and dining car, all
the way on going trip. Time lim't
wlll be sixty days, enabling excursion-

| 1ets to make side trips from City Jt

Mexico to points of interest. On re
turn trip, stopovers will be allowed atﬂ
points on the main lines of Mexican
Central, Santa Fe or Southern Pacl-
fic. An excursion manager will be im
charge and make all arrangements.

Round trip rate from San Francises
$80.00.

Pullman berth rate to City of Mexs
fco, $12.00.

For further information address lne
formation BDureau, 1 Market street,
San Francisco Cal.

SV -
Liberal Offer.

I beg to advise my patrons that the
price of (either Vietor
or Columbial, tnla effect immo-
be as follows until fur

dise records
to
will
ther notice:

diately,
Ten ineh
will be

Seven

disks formerly
scld for 60 cents,
ilnch reecords formerly 60e,
Take advantage of this ofe
C. W. FRIEND.
—— D ———
Notice to Hurietrs.
hereby glven that enw
» found huating without a pernng
on the premises owned by Theodo-o
Winters, be prosecuted. A 1l n-

70 ceatg

now aoc.

-
i

itica

will

ited pumber of permits vill be sold
at 35 for the season or 50 centas for
i@ day.

— A e

| QFFICE COUNTY AUDITOR

s

To the Honoralile, the Board of Cowp
ty Commissioners, Gentlemen:
In compliance with the law. [
herewith submit my quarterly re
port showing receipts and disburses
ments of Ormsby County, during
quarter ending Dec, 34, 1905,
Quarteriy Report.
Ormsby County, Nevada.

Balance

th

in County Treasury at

end of ias: guarter ......39108 7734
County 1iCeNSE ..ceveessanne G509 15
| GAMINE HCCHSe euveeeessa.1057 509
Liguor lcense ....cc..c.. onevan 00
Fees of Co. officers ........527 05
Fines in Justice Court .....125 00
Rent of Co. biuliding ......392 59
2nd. InNst 1axes ......ss ... 103 43%
Slot machine license v 282 00
S. A apportionment school
MONBY. oo emnmniensmm ...0424 48
Deliquent taxes ...eeee.....181 49
Cigarette license ........ ... 42 30
Douglas Co., road work ..1% 00
heep W. Bowen .ecvuvennens .45 09
Keep C, B. Hall .......v....15 00
Total 45213 39%
Recapitulation
April 1st,, 04, Balance cash on
hand B e $21277 1%
State IMAd coivcseasassaies 713 T3'%
General fund ........... ... 4212 28%
Salary PO coovessonnnanae 736 61
Co. school fund o il e R T 47 69
Co. scliool fund Dist. 1 ....10158 48%
Co. school fund Dist. 2 ...... 189 14
Co. shool fund Dist. 3 .......277 61%
Co, school fund Dist, 4 ......212 77
State school fund Dist, 1 ...3859 83
State schonl fund Inst. 2 ...2168 1
State school fund Dist. 5 ....433 76
gl. Assn fund A, ciesveannanes 085 1213
Agl, Assn, fund B. .o ..92 1634
Arl. Assn, fund Spel. ...... 1820 54
Co, sehool fund Disi.l Spel (7390 20
hool fund Dist, 1 library
.................... 198 40
"o sel fund Dist. 2 library
.................. .6 350

5
L= 1 Urer,
2 Disburszments

General fimd  ccenseanse 1503 67
- fun e R AT e e G AN O
Chunn chonl fond .. coweaaas 60 00
o, hool fund Dist. 1 asicea 338 65
| Co, selion] fund |1 2 vesvewadita 10
Cn heol fund D 3 ve.-19 83
o honl 4 ¥ i nees.122 0D
S ool fund DISL T ....2711 55
State school fand Dist 2 .. i 0o
State school fund Dist 8 ..... 120 0
State school fund Dist 4 ...... 110 un
Cao. school fund .. ...ecevs0.:600 00

| Co, school fund Spel building
..... R ORI D
Total 165936 42

Recapitulation

’ash in Treasury January 1, 1996
AN Pty e VB P G RO 1] 11 S i
Receipts from January 1st to
March 31st 1996 ..... .00 BRIy

Disbursements from January Yst

to March 21st 1906, .. ....16936 42
Balance eash in Co. Treasury

April 1st 1906 <1270 1T%

H. DIETERICH
County Aauditor

FRY ]




